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To enable a better understanding of the overwhelming alterations in the invasive mosquito species (IMS),
methodical insight into the population and environmental factors that govern the IMS and pathogen adaptations
are essential. There are numerous ways of estimating mosquito populations, and usually these describe
developmental and life-history parameters. The key population parameters that should be considered during the
surveillance of invasive mosquito species are: (1) population size and dynamics during the season, (2) longevity, (3)
biting behaviour, and (4) dispersal capacity. Knowledge of these parameters coupled with vector competence may
help to determine the vectorial capacity of IMS and basic disease reproduction number (R0) to support mosquito
borne disease (MBD) risk assessment. Similarly, environmental factors include availability and type of larval breeding
containers, climate change, environmental change, human population density, increased human travel and goods
transport, changes in living, agricultural and farming habits (e.g. land use), and reduction of resources in the life
cycle of mosquitoes by interventions (e.g. source reduction of aquatic habitats). Human population distributions,
urbanisation, and human population movement are the key behavioural factors in most IMS-transmitted diseases.
Anthropogenic issues are related to the global spread of MBD such as the introduction, reintroduction, circulation
of IMS and increased exposure to humans from infected mosquito bites. This review addresses the population and
environmental factors underlying the growing changes in IMS populations in Europe and confers the parameters
selected by criteria of their applicability. In addition, overview of the commonly used and newly developed tools
for their monitoring is provided.
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Invasive mosquito species (IMS) are defined by their
ability to colonize new territories. Human activity, espe-
cially the global movement of trade goods, has led to the
passive dispersion of species previously confined to spe-
cific regions. A considerable increase in the spread of
IMS has been observed within Europe since the late
1990s, with the Asian tiger mosquito Aedes albopictus
[Stegomyia albopicta] having continuously expanded its
distribution and several other container-breeding Aedes* Correspondence: dusanp@polj.uns.ac.rs; fschaffner@avia-gis.com
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unless otherwise stated.species being reported from new countries almost every
year [1]. It is estimated that presently 45% of the total
human population of Europe is exposed to the risk of
IMS and pathogens they could transmit [2].
Mosquitoes may be of public health relevance either
when they occur in high densities and cause a nuisance
or when they transmit disease agents. Over recent de-
cades, human contact with mosquitoes has become
more frequent as peri-urban suburbs expanded into pre-
viously undisturbed natural areas, thus providing a
greater number and variety of mosquito breeding places
than inner-city areas. In addition, urbanised areas are fa-
cing an invasion of container-breeding mosquitoes such
as Ae. albopictus which is an aggressive nuisance biter
during the day when females are seeking blood mealstd. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
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tive or efficient vectors of pathogens as demonstrated by
the recent outbreaks of chikungunya and dengue fevers
in the Mediterranean, caused by Ae. albopictus (which in
addition is competent to transmit at least 22 arbovi-
ruses) [3-9].
Once established, the success of IMS in reproducing
and spreading will be governed by a complex range of
intrinsic population factors (e.g. longevity, host searching
behaviour) and extrinsic environmental and anthropo-
genic parameters (e.g. climate, human population move-
ments, travel and trade). These factors affect the
interactions between pathogens, vectors and hosts, in-
cluding humans, making investigations on mosquito
borne diseases (MBD) a composite task.
The present article aims to investigate the key popula-
tion and environmental parameters, and to discuss their
importance and currently available procedures of data
collection, in the frame of surveillance of IMS in Europe,
as described and promoted in The European Centre for
Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC) guidelines [10].
Review
Mosquito population parameters
Mosquito population parameters are all mosquito-
related, i.e. parameter values are primarily dependent on
the IMS, which adapts to its new environment, whereas
environmental parameters are determined by the envir-
onmental and climatic conditions, which have an impact
on the mosquito population. If possible, it is always
beneficial to assess them initially and immediately, when
IMS populations become established and before local
MBD transmission has commenced.
Most difficulties and complications in controlling IMS
and MBD arise from a lack of information from the
beginning, in particular as answers to the following
questions: What are the pathways for disease/vector
introduction from abroad? Is there a mosquito popula-
tion that can transmit a certain pathogen present in the
country? How abundant is the putative vector mosquito?
Do these mosquitoes prefer to blood-feed on humans or
animal host? Do they imbibe on different/multiple hosts
before being completely fed? When do they search for a
blood meal? How efficiently can they transmit disease
agents within human populations?
Population estimates of IMS usually describe a wide
range of species-specific developmental life-history pa-
rameters that are affected by the characteristics of their
new environment. They include: abundance; longevity;
the intrinsic rate of increase; the net reproductive (re-
placement) rate; birth rate; death rate; generation time;
the number of gonotrophic cycles in a mosquito’s life-
time and their length; fecundity; fertility; host prefer-
ence; capacity for dispersal, and size of population(Table 1). Indeed, the life cycle of female mosquitoes re-
quires that physiological needs like sugar meal, mates,
blood meal, resting places, and oviposition sites are met
and satisfied. Thus, the comparison of life-history strat-
egies of invasive container-breeding mosquitoes may
yield insights into the factors that permit certain species
to expand their geographical range.
With regard to IMS, population parameters help to
detect IMS early and before they can spread from the
site of introduction [11]. The life history of the mosquito
species is also of crucial importance for estimating its
vectorial capacity, interpreting trap data, assessing the
risk of MBD transmission and modelling potential out-
breaks and disease spread. Moreover, understanding of
population parameters supports the development of ef-
fective control programmes and the evaluation of their
impact [12]. It may also help to establish efficient mass
rearing facilities for the sterile insect technique (SIT) to
be used as a tool within integrated control programmes
and to evaluate the impact of sterile insect release
[11,13].
In addition, evidence is accumulating to suggest that
changes may be occurring in fluctuating local mosquito
populations and the population parameters of different
cohorts of a species may be quite different [13-18]. In
some cases, fluctuation of the vector population parame-
ters might be linked to the acclimation of a population
to abiotic factors. These changes need to be determined
to better understand the dynamics of the vectorial cap-
acity, especially in countries with a wide range of tem-
peratures (exhibiting different climates and covering a
broad altitudinal range). Therefore, parameters such as
fertility, longevity and vectorial capacity should be esti-
mated in the laboratory (e.g. simulating the influence of
different temperatures) and continuously monitored in
the field.
The key population parameters to be considered for
the surveillance of IMS are: (1) population size and dy-
namics during the season, (2) longevity, (3) biting behav-
iour, and (4) dispersal capacity (Table 2). Indeed these
parameters combined with vector competence may help
to determine the vectorial capacity and to provide a
basis for MBD risk assessment.
Population size
Population size estimates can be expressed as absolute
or relative, and in the form of population indices. For
most animals, numbers of absolute estimates are
expressed as a density per unit area or volume (absolute
population) or density per unit of the habitat, e.g. per
water volume or per host (population intensity) [19]. In
relative estimates, the numbers sampled cannot be
expressed as density or intensity per area or habitat unit,
and can only be used to compare data in space or time.
Table 1 Population parameters of IMS1, a dictionary
Parameter Meaning
Abundance Strictly applicable to quantity only; number of specimens of a certain species (absolute, relative, or index)
Basic reproduction number
R0
The average number of secondary cases of disease arising from each primary infection in a certain population of
susceptible humans/hosts. The disease can invade/maintains if R0 > 1, whereas it cannot/decreases if R0 < 1.
Birth rate The ratio of the number of live births in a period of time in a given area/larval habitat in relation to a given portion of
the population in that area/larval habitat.
Biting behaviour Usually related to host finding (foraging) behaviour of the species. Most often depicts the part of the day (diurnal,
crepuscular, nocturnal biting behaviour) when most of the specimens of a particular mosquito species forage for the
blood meal.
Blood feeding behaviour Haematophagy (sometimes spelled hematophagy) is the practice of mosquitoes of feeding on blood. In relation to
host preference, mosquitoes could be opportune (specialized) or catholic (unspecialized) feeders. If IMS tends to feed
repeatedly (from same or different host) to complete one blood meal it is called multiple feeding.
Death rate The frequency of death; the proportion of deaths in a specified number of the population (mortality rate).
Density The number of individuals of the same species that live in a given unit area.
Dispersal The outward extension of the range of the species, usually resulting from the chance event; ability of an IMS to spread
around/from the breeding site.
Fecundity The innate capacity of an organism to form reproductive elements such as ova or sperm; the potential capacity for
reproduction.
Fertility The natural capability to produce offspring; as a measure, "fertility rate" is the number of offspring born per mating
pair, individual or population.
Generation time The doubling time of a species under the influence of certain ecological conditions, or the time elapsed from one egg
laying to the next.
Gonotrophic cycle The duration of time between two ovipositions, i.e. the time females spend for host-seeking, blood feeding, resting (di-
gestion and egg maturation time), and oviposition (seeking the site and laying the eggs) in nature, or from blood meal
to egg laying in the laboratory.
Intrinsic rate of increase A population’s growth rate, derived by subtracting the instantaneous death rate from the instantaneous birth rate
(innate rate of increase).
Longevity The duration of life of an individual (lifespan).
Net reproductive
(replacement) rate
The total amount of offspring that a newly born female can expect to bear during a lifetime.
Survival rate The rate of specimens remaining alive in a given period of time (e.g. daily), especially under adverse conditions.
Vectorial capacity A mathematical expression of the probability of disease transmission by a specific vector species. The average number
of inoculations from a single case of disease in a day, from vector population to man, assuming that all mosquitoes
that bite an infected person get infected. This is mosquito component of the basic reproduction number R0.
Vector competence Ability of a mosquito species to transmit a specific disease expressed in relative number of females infective (usually
head or salivary glands are checked) with the pathogen.
1Estimates of these parameters are available in the literature for most of the vector species. However, it is recommended to also estimate them for the local
mosquito population as these parameter estimates might vary according to the population and are influenced by environmental factors.
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species’ relative density, dispersal, distribution, and host
preference. If mosquitoes are not counted, but number
of their occurrence in breeding sites is recorded, the
resulting estimate is a population index.
There is no clear-cut division between relative and abso-
lute methods of sampling. Absolute methods are rarely
100% efficient. Both relative estimates and population indi-
ces can sometimes be related to absolute population when
sufficient data are obtained and measured at the same time.
Relative methods are important in applied areas, such
as IMS and MBD surveillance programmes, where most
of the information available may be derived from eggs,
larvae and pupae sampling and adult trapping. Even rela-
tive abundance is often difficult to calculate requiringstatistically based sampling design, adequate sampling
equipment and stable financial support [20].
Hence, it is a sound practice to estimate the population
and environmental parameters by more than one method.
In the long run, more knowledge of the ecology of the
insect may be gained by studying new areas, using other
techniques, or taking further samples instead of struggling
for a very high level of accuracy in each operation [19].
The indices traditionally used to evaluate Stegomyia
population (e.g. Ae. aegypti [St. aegypti], Ae. albopictus)
densities and the efficacy of control campaigns, such as
the house index (HI: percentage of houses with at least
one active breeding site), the container index (CI: per-
centage of containers with larvae), the Breteau index (BI:
number of active breeding sites per 100 premises), and
Table 2 Main characteristics of key population parameters of IMS
Parameters Information provided Strengths Weaknesses Data collection methods
and equipment
IMS abundance Quantitative estimation of IMS adult
population; seasonal dynamic; comparative
analysis throughout the years; nuisance and
MBD risk assessment
Supports the evaluation of nuisance
threshold definition, specific risk
assessment and control efforts
Good organization and quality
control required





Life traits key parameters required to
evaluate MBD risk







Rearing facilities and special equipment
Female biting behaviour Life traits key parameter required to evaluate
MBD risk; nuisance protection; nuisance
threshold
Valuable data to feed epidemiological
equation; inform citizen
Needs high tech laboratory;
extensive field work; high cost
Field and laboratory experiments
Traps and laboratory equipment
Population vector competence Life traits key parameters required to
evaluate MBD risk for main pathogens
Essential data to feed epidemiological
equation
Needs BL3 laboratory; expensive Laboratory infections
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with mosquitoes) are widely used as standard empirical
parameters in developing countries [21-24]. The same
indices could also be potentially applied to other IMS
with similar oviposition habits, such as Ae. atropalpus
[Georgecraigius atropalpus], Ae. japonicus [Hulecoeteo-
myia japonica], Ae. koreicus [Hl. koreica], and Ae. triser-
iatus [Ochlerotatus triseriatus].
However, the traditional indices used to evaluate Stego-
myia populations (CI, HI, BI, OI) have some disadvan-
tages when implemented in epidemiological studies [25].
The CI only considers the percentage of positive con-
tainers and not their absolute number (either per unit
area, per premise, or per person). The HI is more accur-
ate than the CI because it refers to the number of
houses, but it is again limited because it does not ac-
count for the number of positive containers. The BI is
the only index that combines data on positive containers
with the density per premise [21]. The main limitation
of the three indices is the lack of information referring
to the real productivity (amount of individuals over a
given period of time expressed as a unit/time rate) of the
containers, the way these indices describe the relation to
the adult population size, and their applicability to the
larger European cities [26].
Indeed, results obtained using these indices are of lim-
ited value in European countries because of the differ-
ences in socio-economic and structural conditions that
characterise human dwellings and the differences in the
availability of breeding sites in public areas. Other indi-
ces that are more appropriate for European urban areas,
devised from pupal demographic surveys (PDS) are the
PPI (number of pupae/premise) and PHI (number of
pupae/hectare), which define the mosquito density per
unit area, applicable to both public and private domains.
The PDS exploits the strong correlation between the
number of pupae and the number of adults in a defined
area, based on the low natural mortality usually affecting
the pupal stage [26].
Studies on the correlation between traditional indices
and adult population densities show contradictory re-
sults: while some evidenced a good correlation between
BI and both the larval and the adult densities [27],
others found no correlation between traditional indices
and the PHI or pupae per person (PPP) [28]. In a recent
study conducted in Italy, a statistically significant correl-
ation between PHI and the mean number of eggs/ovitrap
was found [29]. Similarly, authors correlated the number
of females/hectare, estimated on the basis of the number
of sampled pupae, with the number of eggs. Finally, they
suggested that the number of eggs estimated by means
of ovitrap monitoring can be used to determine the
mean number of biting females per unit area. Trap posi-
tivity index (TP: the proportion of positive traps) and anegg density index (MED: the ratio between the total
number of eggs collected and the total number of traps)
were used to compare differences between seasons per
neighbourhood and to produce infestation maps [30]. It
should be mentioned that sample size is of crucial im-
portance for obtaining reliable data [29]. A particular
method was developed to be used in surveys of mos-
quito pupae, for identifying the key container types pro-
ducing the majority of adult dengue vectors. A step-wise
rule, based on the entropy of the cumulative data, was
devised for determining the number of houses positive
for pupae, at which a pupal survey might reasonably be
stopped [31].
The transmission thresholds for dengue based on the
standing yield of Ae. aegypti PPP were developed for use
in the assessment of risk of transmission and to provide
targets for the actual degree of suppression by type of
breeding container required to prevent or eliminate
transmission in source-reduction programmes [32].
When coupled with field observations from PDS, it was
possible for the first time to know the relative import-
ance of the various types of containers in contributing to
the vector population [25,26,32].
Under conditions prevailing in the 2007 chikungunya
outbreak area in Italy, positive correlation was found be-
tween the female density estimated by means of PDS,
human landing collection (HLC), number of bites per
citizen (NBC) and the mean number of eggs in the ovi-
traps [33]. Reproduction number (R0) calculated out
from the number of biting females estimated from the
egg density was comparable to the basic disease R0 cal-
culated based on the progression of the human cases
[33]. The identification of an epidemic threshold based
on the mean egg density mentioned might be useful in
defining risk areas, risk seasonal periods and better plan-
ning control programmes.
Longevity
In order to estimate the longevity of a mosquito population,
one needs to collect absolute data or convert relative values.
Consequently, this type of research can be done in the la-
boratory, by rearing the target species [14,17,34-38], or in
the field [39], typically deriving the data from mark-release-
recapture (MRR) trials [13,15,18,40-46]. Some authors
combine the advantages of controlled and natural environ-
ments and set up their experiment in semi natural/uncon-
trolled conditions [11,16]. Within a given population of
mosquitoes, for example, both vectorial capacity and the
extent to which the potential fecundity is realised is influ-
enced by the longevity of the females. The influence of
temperature and other environmental factors that are
studied in the laboratory can then be applied in the field
but only to the same populations from which they were
derived [47].
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longevity of adult mosquitoes in the laboratory are water,
blood meal, sugar solution availability [38,42,48] and
temperature [37]. Even though, larval density affects size
and longevity directly [19], the impact of forecasted rising
temperatures on larval development and longevity is less
obvious. Rising temperatures can speed up larval develop-
ment but also lead to a reduction in the body size of juve-
niles and hence reduce adult longevity. Differences in body
size of adult mosquitoes can influence the vectorial cap-
acity. Large Ae. albopictus females have higher human host
attack rates and obtain multiple blood meals (from multiple
hosts) more frequently than small females [38], thus poten-
tially spreading the disease more efficiently. However, the
number of blood meals and the frequency of host-seeking
behavior were negatively correlated with body size in the
Ae. albopictus Nagasaki strain [49]. Body size may also
affect mosquito survival and longevity under natural condi-
tions which is of paramount ecological importance because
longevity affects net reproduction rates and dispersal dis-
tance [50]. Still, the impact of temperature, nutrition level
and genetics may affect general growth rule “hotter is
smaller”. Contrary to this rule, higher temperatures can re-
sult in producing mosquitoes with shorter wings and
greater body mass, and effects of temperature could be
dependent upon available food and mosquito strain [49,51].
The MRR method is frequently used to estimate lon-
gevity, population size and dispersal. As for the popula-
tion size, if a sample from a population (captured
specimens) is marked, returned to the original popula-
tion, and then, after complete mixing, re-sampled, the
number of marked individuals in the recapture sample
will have the same ratio to the total number in the sec-
ond sample as the total of marked individuals originally
released have to the total population. Time or spatial
scales are applied to estimate longevity or dispersal. A
basic prerequisite for the use of this method is a tech-
nique for marking the animals so that they can be re-
leased unharmed and unaffected into the wild and
recognised again on recapture [19]. Fluorescent dyes are
the most widely used marking technique in mosquito
MRR experiments [13,18,41,46] but recently rubidium
(Rb)-marked blood [15] or a mosquito strain whose nat-
ural infection of Wolbachia had been removed [13] or
induced [52] have been employed as well.
Blood feeding behaviour
Investigations of mosquito blood feeding and resting behav-
iour are of crucial importance for areas where epidemics
occur and usually comprise the investigation of host-
seeking and feeding behaviours on several vertebrate spe-
cies, the measuring of endophagous/exophagous biting
behaviour, endophilic/exophilic resting behaviour, and the
mosquito’s daily biting activity (recorded over 24 hours).Aedes albopictus prefer to feed (89% exophagic) and rest
(87% exophilic) outdoors [53] in contrast to Ae. aegypti,
which is well-adapted to the highly urban environments of
tropical cities and frequently bites and rests indoors [54].
Blood-feeding behaviour can influence vector poten-
tial, depending on the vertebrate host groups which the
mosquito makes contact with. If reservoir and amplifier
hosts (in which pathogen multiplies) are the primary
focus of vector blood-feeding, the likelihood of pathogen
acquisition by the vector increases [55]. Also, transmis-
sion probability would be much higher if seasonal and
circadian biting activity of vector overlaps the behaviour
of its host [56]. Mosquitoes can be opportunist, feeding
on a wide range of cold- and warm-blooded hosts. Such
mosquito species could be a potentially bridge vector of
zoonotic pathogens to humans (e.g. West Nile virus),
but in contrast is likely to be less efficient as an epidemic
vector of pathogens restricted to humans (e.g. dengue,
chikungunya viruses) [54]. Conversely, anthropophily
(preference for humans) combined with multiple blood
feeds during completion of one meal, increases the risks
of spreading an arbovirus within the human popula-
tion. This scenario might be further complicated in the
future by the introduction of new IMS competent to
transmit the same pathogen but showing a complemen-
tary dial biting activity in respect to the indigenous vec-
tor (e.g. introduction of Ae. albopictus in an area where
Cx. p. pipiens already transmits Dirofilaria immitis and
D. repens) [55]. Prevalence of microfilaremic dogs and
presence and abundance of competent vectors also affect
the rate of infestation within a given mosquito popula-
tion, which, in turn, is directly related to the risk for a
native dog to be infested [57]. Therefore, knowledge of
the biological parameters that lead to host choice can be
highly relevant for the planning of mosquito and MBD
control [57,58].
Host preference and blood feeding behaviour can be
assayed outdoors or in the laboratory [59] using olfact-
ometer or cages of various construction and various
hosts [60]. Using humans as a host is very important in
the study of mosquito attractants, repellents, and host
preference. However, mosquito bites cause potential
medical problems because of hypersensitivity and per-
haps secondary bacterial infection, even when using la-
boratory mosquitoes. Moreover, once a female mosquito
has fed on human blood, it cannot be used in subse-
quent probing tests. Solution to these problems is of-
fered by introducing a proboscis (mosquito mouth part)
amputation technique [60].
Host-preference experiments conducted outdoors are
based on host-baited traps of various design [61-63],
odour-baited traps [64,65], or on blood meal analysis
[66-68]. Hosts of blood-fed mosquitoes can be identified
with an indirect enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay by
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would commonly occur in certain habitats. Blood meals
taken from birds can e.g. be identified to species by a
PCR-HDA [69]; blood meals from humans (including
multiple blood meals taken from more than one human)
can be identified by STR/PCR-DNA profiling technique,
which involves amplification of three short tandem re-
peat loci [68,70,71]. A universal DNA barcoding and
high-throughput diagnostic tool for identification of ver-
tebrate host from arthropod blood meals was recently
provided [72]. Appropriate methods for data processing,
host feeding patterns, and host feeding indices calcula-
tion should also be considered [68].
Assessing the nuisance thresholds for dominant mos-
quito species is of a great value for the evaluation of
conventional control measures [73,74] but estimation of
a disease transmission threshold needs intensive sam-
pling and expert data processing of, for example, the
PPP. As for disease, it usually involves deciding which
seasonal estimates to use, what temperature to use, and
what value for overall seroprevalence of virus antibody
to use [32].
Gonotrophic cycle (the time females spend from find-
ing a host to laying the eggs in nature, or from blood
meal to egg laying in the laboratory) is another popula-
tion parameter connected both with host-finding and
blood-feeding but also with resting, digestion of blood,
oocyte maturation and oviposition. Its duration deter-
mines how many hosts a female will be feeding during
its lifetime, which greatly influences the chances of find-
ing an infectious host and transmitting a pathogen. The
length of the gonotrophic cycle under natural conditions
could be divided into three parts: (a) the time spent for
host-seeking, i.e. starting with a blood meal in laboratory
[75]; (b) resting, i.e. digestion and egg maturation time,
and (c) oviposition time for seeking the site [76]. The
frequency of mosquitoes biting humans is estimated as
the ratio of the human blood index (HBI) to the length
of the gonotrophic cycle [76].
Dispersal
Flight ability, flight ranges and dispersal capacity are the
parameters indicating the distance that mosquitoes are
able to travel (actively, by itself; or passively, by human
transportation) from their breeding places to search for
sugar meal, mates, blood meal, resting places and ovi-
position sites. Dispersal to seek a host is epidemiologi-
cally important as it influences the capacity of female
mosquitoes to acquire and disseminate pathogens. Dis-
persal for oviposition is also relevant to disease trans-
mission as it increases dispersal of potentially infected
progeny [14]. Better methods of IMS sampling to evalu-
ate the movements of adult mosquito vectors in endemic
or epidemic areas in Europe are needed to estimatedisease transmission dynamics and to define the areas
where to implement vector control measures [65,77].
The dispersal flight of mosquitoes is influenced by factors
such as blood sources density and distribution, availability
of oviposition sites, weather (e.g. wind, RH, temperature,
rainfall), terrain features, vegetation, housing characteristics
in urban environments [15,18,78,79] and species-specific
traits.
During the early period of dispersal of Ae. albopictus
in the USA, its presence appeared to be related to the
proximity to interstate highways [80]. The postulated re-
lationship between dispersal and major transportation
routes would be expected for all IMS transported largely
by human activities, such as the commercial movement
of used tyres for retreading (recapping) or recycling [81],
ornamental plant trade, and individual, public and com-
mercial transportation from infested areas. Once an IMS
becomes established, local transport and active dispersal
may make possible the rapid colonization throughout
the surrounding area and sometimes even to remote
regions [80,82,83].
Estimations of active mosquito dispersal are most fre-
quently carried out by means of MRR studies, the effect-
iveness of which is strongly affected by the quantity of
marked specimens released and the ability to carry out
recapture over a large enough study area [50]. The avail-
ability of an effective recapture method may represent a
serious limitation in MRR studies.
In addition, results obtained from MRR experiments
cannot be generalised because they greatly depend on
the ecological characteristics of the study sites. And, the
ecological factors affecting dispersal may vary depending
on the objectives of the mosquito dispersion (i.e. host
seeking, resting or oviposition site seeking), which in
turn, implies different recapture approaches. Inconsist-
ent results obtained in Australia, Brazil and Italy
[15,18,44,84,85] emphasise the importance of evaluating
the dispersal capacity at local levels. Preferably, surveys
should be conducted for all host seeking, resting and
ovipositing females, and also for males if SIT is going to
be implemented.
Mosquito behaviour can strongly influence trapping
results, e.g. some species of mosquitoes may fly close to
the ground while searching for a blood meal, whilst
others do not (Petrić et al., unpublished observations).
In the case of endophilic species, marked mosquitoes
can be efficiently recaptured by active aspiration in
houses during their indoor resting phase [86], but this
approach is much less efficient for collecting exophilic
mosquitoes resting outdoors [87]. Mouse-baited traps
were used to assess the longevity and dispersal of male
and female Ae. albopictus by MRR [45]. Females could
be fed with rubidium-marked blood and afterwards de-
tected Rb in ovitrap-collected eggs by atomic emission
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of Ae. albopictus males in urban localities by MRR tech-
niques, recapturing of the Wolbachia free males on hu-
man hosts and while swarming has been employed in
northern Italy [13]. The mean distance travelled for Wol-
bachia-free males was significantly higher than for males
marked with fluorescent powder. In the same paper au-
thors characterised the dispersal pattern by mean
distance travelled (MDT), maximum distance travelled
(MAX), and flight range (FR), and presented useful pro-
cedures for data processing. High recapture rate of
4.3% was also obtained by using sticky traps in MRR
experiments to study the dispersal of Ae. albopictus fe-
males in Rome, Italy [18]. BG Sentinel traps (Biogents,
Regensburg, Germany) were used to estimate the size of
adult Ae. aegypti populations by release of adults in-
fected with Wolbachia into uninfected Ae. aegypti popu-
lations around Cairns in far north Queensland, Australia
[52]. Traditionally, CDC backpack aspirators are used
for recapturing resting females [84,88]. Other adult traps,
like Gravid Aedes Trap (prototype) and MosquiTRAP
(Ecovec Ltd., Belo Horizonte, Brazil), and sticky traps are
capturing oviposition-seeking females [18,44,84,88-90],
while the BG-Sentinel trap mainly samples host-seeking
females [84,91].
Environmental parameters
In addition to species specific population factors of particu-
lar mosquito species, environmental factors play an import-
ant role in determining the IMS’ colonisation process, its
population size, its vectorial capacity, and consequently the
MBD transmission risk. Such factors include (1) availability
and type of larval breeding containers, (2) climate change,
(3) environmental change, (4) human population density,
(5) increased human travel and goods transport, (6)
changes in living, agricultural and farming habits (e.g. land
use) and (7) reduction of resources in the life cycle of mos-
quitoes by interventions (e.g. source reduction of aquatic
habitats). These parameters are all environment-borne, i.e.
parameter values are first and foremost dependent on the
environmental and climatic conditions, and mosquitoes
have to adapt to (e.g. temperature, blood and nectar
availability, breeding site availability, etc.). Table 3 summa-
rises what information needs to be considered for IMS
surveillance.
Human population distributions, urbanisation, and
movement are the key behavioural factors in most IMS-
transmitted diseases because they are related to the global
spread of MBD (introduction, reintroduction, circulation)
and increase exposure to bites by infected mosquitoes. The
world's population is almost equally divided between urban
and rural dwellers, and two thirds of Europe's population
now live in urban areas, with a similar proportion for the
rest of the world projected for 2050 [92]. This trend, whichis likely to continue for the foreseeable future, may dramat-
ically enhance the reproduction potential of container-
breeding IMS by providing more hosts and habitats. The
predicted substantial growth of urban and peri-urban agri-
culture will also create new breeding sites for IMS as well
as influence the distribution of domestic and wild animals.
In order to obtain spatio-temporal perspectives, envir-
onmental data collection and analysis should be carried
out when there is a high risk of introduction of IMS to
an area. In the case of IMS establishment over a wide
area, the crucial environmental parameters to be consid-
ered are the density, typology, productivity and distribu-
tion of breeding sites. These parameters provide key
information needed to calculate population abundance,
estimate the spread of IMS, and assess the risk of MBD
transmission.Larval breeding sites and mosquito control
The density and quality of larval breeding sites are directly
related to the landscape (natural) and human population
(cultural) characteristics in a particular environment (urban,
semirural, rural). The success of IMS colonisation of a
territory depends to a large degree on the availability
and density of breeding sites, and if IMS are introduced,
the absence/presence of breeding sites will prevent/favour
establishment [93].
Larval breeding sites may be identified and classified
based on their characteristics and their productivity for a
defined IMS. This can be performed by inspection of
breeding sites and collection of mosquitoes (with a dipper
or an aquatic net), applying a larval or pupal index (the
mean number of larvae/pupae per container type) [94].
Despite the use of simple equipment, this task needs to in-
volve highly trained and skilled professionals with profound
knowledge of both the targeted environment and the
IMS behaviour (adult oviposition habits, larval and pupal
defensive behaviour, etc.). This requires a high level of man-
power but effort invested is indispensable for the proper ap-
plication of control measures.
The attractiveness of potential breeding sites to ovipo-
siting mosquito females is affected by many factors, in-
cluding the types of water containers and their locations.
In a recent study in Italy [29], catch basins in private
and public areas resulted the most productive breeding
sites for Ae. albopictus among the 10 types checked
(catch basins, plant saucers, drums, buckets, tarpaulins,
tyres, bathtubs, and assorted containers of three differ-
ent volumes). The highest number of pupae per premise
was found in poorly maintained premises, most often in
combination with heavy shade. Interestingly, recent
study in Malaysia shows the acquisition of an indoor
breeding behavior by Ae. albopictus the behavioral
change that may lead to increased vectorial capacity
Table 3 Main characteristics of environmental parameters to be considered for IMS surveillance
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breeding sites is needed to choose the most appropriate
population index and establish which site types should
be sampled to provide the best indicators of mosquito
population abundance. Control programmes may also
directly benefit from information on which larval breed-
ing sites are most effective to target. Finally, it would be
helpful to obtain information about the quality and effi-
cacy of all conducted IMS control measures, as this will
help to later evaluate cost effectiveness and serves to
help justify control campaigns.
Mosquito control methods aim at rendering the envir-
onment unsuitable for mosquito breeding by applying
versatile control measures (biological, chemical, phys-
ical). Methods for the evaluation of IMS control quality
and efficacy assess the reduction of larvae/pupae per
treated breeding site or the reduction of adult mosqui-
toes (both to measure efficacy of larval and adult con-
trol) [96]. Reduction of juveniles can be assessed basedon the same method as described above, except in cases
when insect growth regulators (IGR) are used: larvae
should then be brought to the laboratory to have the
adult emergency rate recorded (IGRs have a much
slower mode of action than synthetic chemical insecti-
cides) [74,97]. Presence and reduction of adult mosqui-
toes can be estimated by comparing the number of
mosquitoes that are sampled with an adult trap (e.g.
number of females/trap/night) or with human bait
catches (e.g. number of females/person/15 min) before
and after the treatment. For a reliable assessment of the
reduction level, untreated plots with mosquito abun-
dance similar to the treated area should be selected and
the same method of sampling/trapping applied. Mos-
quito abundance is best monitored three days before
and three days after the treatment because of likely vari-
ations in the number of adult mosquitoes (Petrić et al.,
unpublished). Oviposition traps can be used to assess
treatment efficacy in case of Ae. albopictus. In addition
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a quality check of the control method and procedure
may be performed, preferably by an independent exter-
nal team, in order to review the quality of the per-
formance of the control measures (choice of treatment
sites and methods, quality of the performance itself,
resistance management, prevention of environmental,
health impact, etc.).
Climate and other global change
National communication reports from most European
countries referring to the United Nations Framework
Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) emphasise a
need for the development of climate change mitigation
and adaptation strategies. In the area of infectious dis-
ease, a key adaptation strategy will be the improved sur-
veillance of MBDs, supplemented by research on
whether and how MBDs are influenced by meteoro-
logical patterns and climate change. Additional interdis-
ciplinary research on interactions with other risk factors
would also be helpful.
The drivers of meteorological and climate change are
also of growing international and European-focused
interest [98,99]. Projected increases in air temperature
are predicted to have an impact on poikilotherm species
(whose body temperature depends on the ambient
temperature), including the insects that pose a threat to
human health. The responses of IMS to these changes
(in addition to physiological changes such as the poten-
tial for increased vectorial capacity) could lead to an
expansion of colonised areas and the invasion of new
sites or render some infested areas unsuitable in the fu-
ture. Increased background temperature due to large
urbanization could favour mosquito breeding and, along
with higher air temperatures, shorten extrinsic incuba-
tion periods, e.g. for the urban IMS vector Ae. aegypti
and Ae. albopictus [47,100]. Recent studies showed that
diurnal temperature fluctuations may influence more
than expected the extrinsic cycle of the pathogen espe-
cially in sub-optimal temperature condition [101]. The
overall pattern of the current studies on MBD suggests
expanded ranges for disease incidence.
Drivers for the emergence of infectious diseases also
include human demographics (e.g. the growth of mega-
cities), international movement of people (travellers and
refugees), the smuggling of wildlife, the trade of animals
and goods (e.g. trade in used tyres and certain ornamen-
tal plants) and various other aspects of globalisation
[102]. Increased trade and travel promote the transport
of IMS eggs in goods and IMS adults in vehicles, as well
as pathogens in infected travellers. Human movement is
a critical behavioural factor underlying observed patterns
of MBD spread because movement determines exposure
to vectors, i.e. bites from infected IMS and transmissionof pathogens [103]. Reproduction number of 1.3 is esti-
mated for dengue when exposure is assumed to occur
only in the home, as opposed to 3.75 when exposure oc-
curs at multiple locations, e.g. during visits to markets
and friends [104]. Interestingly, the model predicted lit-
tle correspondence between vector abundance and esti-
mated R0 when movement is taken into account.
Meteorological parameters
The observed dispersal of a given species also depends
on the weather conditions during the dispersal phase
and the characteristics of the locality. In urban areas,
important factors include the vegetation type, its abun-
dance and distribution; and the shape and position of
buildings, squares, and main roads [44,89,105].
Low relative humidity, high temperatures, and intense
solar radiation negatively influence the female biting ac-
tivity [106], the mean flight distance and reduce the dis-
persion homogeneity of the males [13]. In hot and dry
summer conditions, male mosquitoes showed reduced
dispersal and sought shade. Temperature (seasonal aver-
ages, altitudinal variation) and precipitation (quantity,
seasonal distribution pattern that influence water man-
agement habits of the human population) are crucial fac-
tors defining the risk of establishment of IMS in an area
and should be included in every risk modelling process
[96]. Local meteorological parameters should be taken
into account, especially in countries with a wide range of
temperatures (with different regional climates and a
broad altitudinal range). In such countries, monitoring
and recording of meteorological parameters are of cru-
cial importance to understand spread and other aspects
of IMS vector populations. For example, four years after
the introduction in Montenegro, Ae. albopictus was re-
corded in the town Andrijevica at 720–850 mASL, the
highest altitude reported until 2005 in Europe [83].
Historical records of temperature and other meteoro-
logical data are available for many locations. These data-
bases should be extensively used for the analysis of the
IMS populations. However, portable meteorological sta-
tions are useful for more precise measurements at loca-
tions that are far from the main monitoring points of
national meteorological institutions. Medium resolution
satellite imagery (e.g. Terra satellite) may also provide
valuable meteorological data [96].
Urban habitats
All IMS currently threatening Europe are container
breeders closely connected to urban and peri-urban hab-
itats, where both human and animal hosts are plentiful.
Peri-urbanisation occurs when urban regions begin to
permeate into neighbouring rural regions and urban de-
velopment is by far the most rapidly expanding land use
change in Europe, rapidly continuing at 0.5 to 0.7% per
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land use change [107].
The adoption of urban lifestyles in rural regions, and like-
wise rural activities such as farming in urban areas, has
driven the growth of peri-urban agriculture, merging the
agricultural markets of both settings. Peri-urban agriculture
is increasingly being recognised by public health profes-
sionals, urban planners, community organisations, and pol-
icymakers as a valuable tool for economic development,
preservation or production of green space, and improve-
ment of food security [108]. The benefits are many in the
context of climate adaptation, economic alleviation and
self-sustenance, but urban agriculture also presents chal-
lenges for human and animal health, including the increase
of IMS breeding sites and the hazard of zoonotic diseases.
Reduction of aquatic habitats (breeding sites) through
environmental management mitigates MBD transmis-
sion and the emergence of host-seeking mosquitoes, and
by increasing the amount of time required for vectors to
locate oviposition sites [76]. This applies especially when
aquatic habitats are scarce and the mosquito’s flight abil-
ity is limited (which is true for all IMS threatening
Europe). However, the results of source reduction on
mosquito oviposition have largely been neglected in the
evaluations of environment management programmes.
The characterisation and mapping of breeding sites in
urban environments from the beginning of the colonisa-
tion is very useful for both entomological and epidemio-
logical surveys and should not be ignored. Mapping can
be done at a very high spatial resolution (up to 1 metre
spatial resolution) using satellite data [109]. Several sat-
ellites carrying sensors with dedicated electro-magnetic
channels could be used to characterise urban habitats, a
potentially relevant factor when implementing control
measures and efficiency assessments. Elimination of lar-
val habitats in 300 m diameter could result in 66% aver-
age reduction in MBD incidence compared with 22% for
the corresponding conventional interventions [110].
Therefore, source reduction might not, as previously
thought, require coverage of extensive areas and that the
distance to human homes can be used for habitat
targeting.
In addition, dispersal of IMS in an urban environment is
not random, and it may be possible to maximise vector
control by taking into account ecological factors (e.g. flight
corridors) that affect the direction of the flight of female
mosquitoes [44].
Conclusions
Although MBDs represent a far higher burden in trop-
ical than in temperate regions, there have always been
both endemic and epidemic autochthonous MBD in
Europe. Concern is now rising as both vectors and path-
ogens are increasingly being introduced by internationaltravel and trade. In addition to arboviruses, IMS may
transmit dirofilarial worms in Europe. Numbers of au-
tochthonous infections, though still low, appear to be in-
creasing. Assessing and managing the risk of introduced
MBD that have become established in Europe is now a
necessity and should also become a priority, in particular
in countries where vectors are established. The recent
notification of autochthonous chikungunya and dengue
fevers cases in Europe shows its vulnerability to these
diseases in areas where the vector, the invasive mosquito
Ae. albopictus or Ae. aegypti is present. Strengthening
surveillance of exotic mosquito species such as Ae. albo-
pictus, Ae. aegypti, Ae. japonicus, Ae. koreicus, Ae. atro-
palpus, and Ae. triseriatus in areas at risk of importation
or spread of mosquitoes and risk of arbovirus transmis-
sion is therefore essential. This is particularly important
in the context of changes in eco-systems, human behav-
iour, and climate, which might allow an increase of vec-
tor populations and virus amplification. Guidance on
customised surveillance methods that encourage the
European countries governments to collect appropriate
data on IMS in the field is considered necessary. Early
detection of IMS increases the opportunity for appropri-
ate and timely response measures and therefore MBD
prevention. In addition, in areas where IMS have
become established, permanent monitoring of their
abundance and expansion is needed for timely risk as-
sessment of pathogen transmission to humans. Optimal
scenario would be to harmonise surveillance methods
and information records at European level so that data
from different countries/areas can be compared over
time. In addition, the arrival of IMS in cities can affect
public perception of the effectiveness of control pro-
grammes already in place. Controlling a mosquito that
breeds in containers around human settlements and po-
tentially generates MBD transmission is completely dif-
ferent to controlling a myriad of nuisance marshland
mosquitoes that occasionally reach the cities but trans-
mit few benign MBD. Besides that, although monitoring
of mosquito populations and environmental parameters
is often neglected by authorities when planning the
budget, these are essential for improving prevention and
control of IMS and MBD.
Abbreviations
BI: Breteau index; CI: Container index; CHIKV: Chikungunya virus;
ECDC: European centre for disease prevention and control; FR: Flight range;
HBI: Human blood index; HI: House index; HLC: Human landing collection;
IGR: Insect growth regulators; IMS: Invasive mosquito species;
MAX: Maximum distance travelled; MBD: Mosquito borne diseases;
MDT: Mean distance travelled; MED: Egg density index; MRR: Mark-release-
recapture; NBC: Number of bites per citizen; OI: Ovitrap index; PDS: Pupal
demographic surveys; PHI: Number of pupae per hectare; PPI: Number of
pupae per premise; PPP: Pupae per person; R0: Basic disease reproduction
number; SIT: Sterile insect technique; TP: Trap positivity index;
UNFCCC: United Nations framework convention on climate change;
WNV: West Nile virus.
Petrić et al. Parasites & Vectors 2014, 7:187 Page 12 of 14
http://www.parasitesandvectors.com/content/7/1/187Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Authors’ contributions
DP and FS conceived the review and wrote the first draft of the manuscript.
All authors contributed to the improvement of the manuscript, and read and
approved the final version.
Acknowledgments
This work was funded by European Centre for Disease Prevention and
Control (ECDC, Stockholm, Sweden), under contract ECD.2842, for the
development of Guidelines for the surveillance of invasive mosquitoes in
Europe. ECDC and the authors are grateful to all experts who contributed to
the review process of the guidelines, and in particular for their welcoming
during the field missions in Portugal, Spain, and USA.We are also pleased to
thank Willy Wint, Alexander Mathis and Jolyon Medlock for their help in
editing the text. This article is dedicated to Ernst-Jan Scholte.
Author details
1University of Novi Sad, Faculty of Agriculture, Laboratory for Medical
Entomology, Trg D. Obradovića 8, 21000 Novi Sad, Serbia. 2Centro
Agricoltura Ambiente "G. Nicoli", Via Argini Nord 3351, 40014 Crevalcore,
Italy. 3National Centre for Monitoring of Vectors, Dutch Food and Consumer
Product Safety Authority (NVWA), Geertjesweg 15, P.O. Box 9102, 6700, HC,
Wageningen, The Netherlands. 4ECDC, European Centre for Disease
Prevention and Control, Tomtebodavägen 11A, 17183 Stockholm, Sweden.
5Avia-GIS, Risschotlei 33, B-2980 Zoersel, Belgium.
Received: 3 December 2013 Accepted: 11 April 2014
Published: 16 April 2014
References
1. Network of medical entomologists and public health experts (VBORNET).
http://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/activities/diseaseprogrammes/
emerging_and_vector_borne_diseases/Pages/VBORNET.aspx.
2. Petrić D, Zgomba M, Bellini R, Becker N: Surveillance of mosquito
populations: a key element to understanding the spread of invasive
vector species and vector-borne diseases in Europe. In Essays on
Fundamental and Applied Environmental Topics. Edited by Mihailović D. New
York: Nova; 2012:193–224.
3. Angelini R, Finarelli AC, Angelini P, Po C, Petropulacos K, Silvi G, Macini P,
Fortuna C, Venturi G, Magurano F, Fiorentini C, Marchi A, Benedetti E, Bucci
P, Boros S, Romi R, Majori G, Ciufolini MG, Nicoletti L, Rezza G, Cassone A:
Chikungunya in north-eastern Italy: a summing up of the outbreak.
Euro Surveill 2007, 12:3313.
4. Gould EA, Gallian P, De Lamballerie X, Charrel RN: First cases of
autochthonous dengue fever and chikungunya fever in France: from
bad dream to reality! Clin Microbiol Infec 2010, 16:1702–1704.
5. La Ruche G, Souares Y, Armengaud A, Peloux-Petiot F, Delaunay P, Despres
P, Lenglet A, Jourdain F, Leparc-Goffart I, Charlet F, Ollier L, Mantey K, Mollet
T, Fournier JP, Torrents R, Leitmeyer K, Hilairet P, Zeller H, Van Bortel W,
Dejour-Salamanca D, Grandadam M, Gastellu-Etchegorry M: First two
autochthonous dengue virus infections in metropolitan France,
September 2010. Euro Surveill 2010, 15:19676.
6. Gjenero-Margan I, Aleraj B, Krajcar D, Lesnikar V, Klobucar A, Pem-Novosel I,
Kurecic-Filipovic S, Komparak S, Martic R, Duricic S, Betica-Radic L, Okmadzic
J, Vilibic-Cavlek T, Babic-Erceg A, Turkovic B, Avsic-Zupanc T, Radic I, Ljubic
M, Sarac K, Benic N, Mlinaric-Galinovic G: Autochthonous dengue fever in
Croatia, August-September 2010. Euro Surveill 2011, 16:19805.
7. Gratz NG: Critical review of the vector status of Aedes albopictus. Med Vet
Entomol 2004, 18:215–227.
8. Mitchell CJ: The role of Aedes albopictus as an arbovirus vector.
Parassitologia 1995, 37:109–113.
9. Bonilauri P, Bellini R, Calzolari M, Angelini R, Venturi L, Fallacara F, Cordioli P,
Angelini P, Venturelli C, Merialdi G, Dottori M: Chikungunya virus in Aedes
albopictus, Italy. Emerg Infect Dis 2008, 14:852–854.
10. European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC): Guidelines for
the surveillance of invasive mosquitoes in Europe. Stockholm: ECDC; 2012
[ECDC Technical Report].
11. Bellini R, Calvitti M, Medici A, Carrieri M, Celli G, Maini S: Use of the sterile
insect technique against Aedes albopictus in Italy: First results of a pilottrial. In Area-Wide Control of Insect Pests: from Research to Field
Implementation. Edited by Vreysen MJB, Robinson AS, Hendrichs J.
Dordrecht: Springer; 2007:505–515.
12. Celedonio-Hurtado H, Liedo P, Aluja M, Guillen J, Berrigan D, Carey J:
Demography of Anastrepha ludens, A. obliqua and A. serpentina (Diptera:
Teprithidae) in Mexico. Florida Entomol 1988, 71:111–120.
13. Bellini R, Albieri A, Balestrino F, Carrieri M, Porretta D, Urbanelli S, Calvitti M,
Moretti R, Maini S: Dispersal and survival of Aedes albopictus (Diptera:
Culicidae) males in Italian urban areas and significance for sterile insect
technique application. J Med Entomol 2010, 47:1082–1091.
14. Watson MS: Aedes (Stegomyia) albopictus (Skuse): a literature review.
Frederick, Maryland: Department of the Army; 1967 [Miscellaneous
publication 22].
15. Honorio NA, Silva Wda C, Leite PJ, Goncalves JM, Lounibos LP, Lourenco-de-
Oliveira R: Dispersal of Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus (Diptera:
Culicidae) in an urban endemic dengue area in the State of Rio de
Janeiro, Brazil. Mem Inst Oswaldo Cruz 2003, 98:191–198.
16. Nur Aida H, Abu Hassan A, Nurita AT, Che Salmah MR, Norasmah B:
Population analysis of Aedes albopictus (Skuse) (Diptera:Culicidae) under
uncontrolled laboratory conditions. Trop Biomed 2008, 25:117–125.
17. Delatte H, Gimonneau G, Triboire A, Fontenille D: Influence of temperature
on immature development, survival, longevity, fecundity, and
gonotrophic cycles of Aedes albopictus, vector of chikungunya and
dengue in the Indian Ocean. J Med Entomol 2009, 46:33–41.
18. Marini F, Caputo B, Pombi M, Tarsitani G, della Torre A: Study of Aedes
albopictus dispersal in Rome, Italy, using sticky traps in mark-release-
recapture experiments. Med Vet Entomol 2010, 24:361–368.
19. Southwood TRE, Henderson BE: Ecological methods. 3rd edition. Oxford,
London, Edinburgh: Blackwell Science Ltd; 2000.
20. Albieri A, Carrieri M, Angelini P, Baldacchini F, Venturelli C, Mascali Zeo S,
Bellini R: Quantitative monitoring of Aedes albopictus in Emilia-Romagna,
Northern Italy: cluster investigation and geostatistical analysis.
Bull Insectology 2010, 63:209–216.
21. World Health Organization (WHO): A system of world-wide surveillance for
vectors, Weekly Epidemiological Record. vol. 47. Geneva: WHO; 1972:73–84.
22. Ho CM, Feng CC, Yang CT, Lin MW, Teng HC MHL, Lin TS, Hsu EL, Wu SC,
Pai HH, Yin CH: Surveillance for dengue fever vectors using ovitraps at
Kaohsiung and Tainan in Taiwan. Formosan Entomol 2005, 25:159–174.
23. Azil AH, Li M, Williams CR: Dengue vector surveillance programs: a review
of methodological diversity in some endemic and epidemic countries.
Asia Pac J Public Health 2011, 23:827–842.
24. Erlanger TE, Keiser J, Utzinger J: Effect of dengue vector control
interventions on entomological parameters in developing countries: a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Med Vet Entomol 2008, 22:203–221.
25. Focks DA, Chadee DD: Pupal survey: an epidemiologically significant
surveillance method for Aedes aegypti: an example using data from
Trinidad. Am J Trop Med Hyg 1997, 56:159–167.
26. Carrieri M, Albieri A, Angelini P, Baldacchini F, Venturelli C, Zeo SM, Bellini R:
Surveillance of the chikungunya vector Aedes albopictus (Skuse) in
Emilia-Romagna (northern Italy): organizational and technical aspects of
a large scale monitoring system. J Vector Ecol 2011, 36:108–116.
27. Sanchez L, Vanlerberghe V, Alfonso L, Marquetti Mdel C, Guzman MG, Bisset
J, van der Stuyft P: Aedes aegypti larval indices and risk for dengue
epidemics. Emerg Infec Dis 2006, 12:800–806.
28. Tun-Lin W, Kay BH, Barnes A, Forsyth S: Critical examination of Aedes aegypti
indices: correlations with abundance. Am J Trop Med Hyg 1996, 54:543–547.
29. Carrieri M, Angelini P, Venturelli C, Maccagnani B, Bellini R: Aedes albopictus
(Diptera: Culicidae) population size survey in the 2007 Chikungunya
outbreak area in Italy. I. Characterization of breeding sites and
evaluation of sampling methodologies. J Med Entomol 2011,
48:1214–1225.
30. Codeco CT, Honorio NA, Rios-Velasquez CM, Santos Mda C, Mattos IV, Luz
SB, Reis IC, Cunha GB, Rosa-Freitas MG, Tsouris P, Castro MG, Hayd RL,
Luitgards-Moura JF: Seasonal dynamics of Aedes aegypti (Diptera:
Culicidae) in the northernmost state of Brazil: a likely port-of-entry for
dengue virus 4. Mem Inst Oswaldo Cruz 2009, 104:614–620.
31. Alexander N, Lenhart AE, Romero-Vivas CM, Barbazan P, Morrison AC, Barrera
R, Arredondo-Jimenez JI, Focks DA: Sample sizes for identifying the key
types of container occupied by dengue-vector pupae: the use of entropy
in analyses of compositional data. Ann Trop Med Parasitol 2006,
100(Suppl 1):S5–S16.
Petrić et al. Parasites & Vectors 2014, 7:187 Page 13 of 14
http://www.parasitesandvectors.com/content/7/1/18732. Focks DA, Bangs MJ, Church C, Juffrie M, Nalim S: Transmission thresholds
and pupal/demographic surveys in Yogyakarta, Indonesia for developing
a dengue control strategy based on targeting epidemiologically
significant types of water-holding containers. Dengue Bull 2007,
31:83–102.
33. Carrieri M, Angelini P, Venturelli C, Maccagnani B, Bellini R: Aedes albopictus
(Diptera: Culicidae) population size survey in the 2007 chikungunya
outbreak area in Italy. II: estimating epidemic thresholds. J Med Entomol
2012, 49:388–399.
34. Tsuda Y, Wada Y, Takagi M: Parous rate as a function of basic population
parameters of mosquitoes. Trop Med 1991, 33:47–54.
35. Fernandez Z, Forattini OP: Survival of Aedes albopictus: physiological age
and reproductive history. Rev Saude Publica 2003, 37:285–291.
36. Kosova J: Longevity studies of Sindbis virus infected Aedes albopictus.
Osprey J Ideas Inquiry 2003, 3:21–31.
37. Löwenberg Neto P, Navarro-Silva MA: Development, longevity,
gonotrophic cycle and oviposition of Aedes albopictus Skuse (Diptera:
Culicidae) under cyclic temperatures. Neotrop Entomol 2004, 33:29–33.
38. Xue RD, Barnard DR, Muller GC: Effects of body size and nutritional
regimen on survival in adult Aedes albopictus (Diptera: Culicidae). J Med
Entomol 2010, 47:778–782.
39. Chadee DD, Huntley S, Focks DA, Chen AA: Aedes aegypti in Jamaica, West
Indies: container productivity profiles to inform control strategies.
Trop Med Int Health 2009, 14:220–227.
40. Conway GR, Trpis M, McClelland GAH: Population parameters of the
mosquito Aedes aegypti (L.) estimated by mark-release-recapture in a
suburban habitat in Tanzania. J Anim Ecol 1974, 43:289–304.
41. Trpis M, Hausermann W: Dispersal and other population parameters of
Aedes aegypti in an African village and their possible significance in
epidemiology of vector-borne diseases. Am J Trop Med Hyg 1986,
35:1263–1279.
42. Lee S-J: Bloodsucking, oviposition and longevity of Aedes albopictus
(Skuse) (Diptera: Culicidae). Zhonghua Kunchong/Chin J Entomol 1994,
14:217–231.
43. Niebylski ML, Craig GB Jr: Dispersal and survival of Aedes albopictus at a
scrap tire yard in Missouri. J Am Mosq Control Assoc 1994, 10:339–343.
44. Russell RC, Webb CE, Williams CR, Ritchie SA: Mark-release-recapture study
to measure dispersal of the mosquito Aedes aegypti in Cairns,
Queensland, Australia. Med Vet Entomol 2005, 19:451–457.
45. Lacroix R, Delatte H, Hue T, Reiter P: Dispersal and survival of male and
female Aedes albopictus (Diptera: Culicidae) on Reunion Island. J Med
Entomol 2009, 46:1117–1124.
46. Gu W, Muller G, Schlein Y, Novak RJ, Beier JC: Natural plant sugar sources
of Anopheles mosquitoes strongly impact malaria transmission potential.
PLoS One 2011, 6:e15996.
47. Brady OJ, Johansson MA, Guerra CA, Bhatt S, Golding N, Pigott DM, Delatte H,
Grech MG, Leisnham PT, Maciel-de-Freitas R, Styer LM, Smith DL, Scott TW,
Gething PW, Hay SI: Modelling adult Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus
survival at different temperatures in laboratory and field settings.
Parasit Vectors 2013, 6:351.
48. Puggioli A, Balestrino F, Damiens D, Lees RS, Soliban SM, Madakacherry O,
Dindo ML, Bellini R, Gilles JR: Efficiency of three diets for larval
development in mass rearing Aedes albopictus (Diptera: Culicidae). J Med
Entomol 2013, 50:819–825.
49. Farjana T, Tuno N: Multiple blood feeding and host-seeking behavior in
Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus (Diptera: Culicidae). J Med Entomol
2013, 50:838–846.
50. Service MW: Mosquito ecology: field sampling methods. 2nd edition. London:
Elsevier; 1993.
51. Reiskind MH, Zarrabi AA: Is bigger really bigger? Differential responses to
temperature in measures of body size of the mosquito, Aedes albopictus.
J Insect Physiol 2012, 58:911–917.
52. Ritchie SA, Montgomery BL, Hoffmann AA: Novel estimates of Aedes
aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) population size and adult survival based on
Wolbachia releases. J Med Entomol 2013, 50:624–631.
53. Delatte H, Desvars A, Bouetard A, Bord S, Gimonneau G, Vourc'h G,
Fontenille D: Blood-feeding behavior of Aedes albopictus, a vector of
Chikungunya on La Reunion. Vector Borne Zoonotic Dis 2010, 10:249–258.
54. Lambrechts L, Scott TW, Gubler DJ: Consequences of the expanding
global distribution of Aedes albopictus for dengue virus transmission.
PLoS Negl Trop Dis 2010, 4:e646.55. Otranto D, Dantas-Torres F, Brianti E, Traversa D, Petric D, Genchi C, Capelli G:
Vector-borne helminths of dogs and humans in Europe. Parasit Vectors 2013, 6:16.
56. Otranto D, Lia RP, Cantacessi C, Testini G, Troccoli A, Shen JL, Wang ZX:
Nematode biology and larval development of Thelazia callipaeda
(Spirurida, Thelaziidae) in the drosophilid intermediate host in Europe
and China. Parasitology 2005, 131:847–855.
57. Latrofa MS, Montarsi F, Ciocchetta S, Annoscia G, Dantas-Torres F, Ravagnan
S, Capelli G, Otranto D: Molecular xenomonitoring of Dirofilaria immitis
and Dirofilaria repens in mosquitoes from north-eastern Italy by real-time
PCR coupled with melting curve analysis. Parasit Vectors 2012, 5:76.
58. McCall PJ, Kelly DW: Learning and memory in disease vectors.
Trends Parasitol 2002, 18:429–433.
59. Alonso WJ, Wyatt TD, Kelly DW: Are vectors able to learn about their
hosts? A case study with Aedes aegypti mosquitoes. Mem Inst Oswaldo
Cruz 2003, 98:665–672.
60. Shirai Y, Kamimura K, Seki T, Morohashi M: Proboscis amputation facilitates
the study of mosquito (Diptera: Culicidae) attractants, repellents, and
host preference. J Med Entomol 2000, 37:637–639.
61. Service M: Mosquitoes (Culicidae). In Medical insects and arachnids. Edited
by Lane RP, Crosskey RW. London: Chapman & Hall; 1993:120–240.
62. Jaenson TG: Attraction to mammals of male mosquitoes with special
reference to Aedes diantaeus in Sweden. J Am Mosq Control Assoc 1985,
1:195–198.
63. Becker N, Zgomba M, Petric D, Ludwig M: Comparison of carbon dioxide,
octenol and a host-odour as mosquito attractants in the Upper Rhine
Valley, Germany. Med Vet Entomol 1995, 9:377–380.
64. Costantini C, Gibson G, Brady J, Merzagora L, Coluzzi M: A new
odour-baited trap to collect host-seeking mosquitoes. Parassitologia 1993,
35:5–9.
65. Sivagnaname N, Gunasekaran K: Need for an efficient adult trap for the
surveillance of dengue vectors. Indian J Med Res 2012, 136:739–749.
66. Apperson CS, Hassan HK, Harrison BA, Savage HM, Aspen SE, Farajollahi A,
Crans W, Daniels TJ, Falco RC, Benedict M, Anderson M, McMillen L,
Unnasch TR: Host feeding patterns of established and potential mosquito
vectors of West Nile virus in the eastern United States. Vector Borne
Zoonotic Dis 2004, 4:71–82.
67. Molaei G, Andreadis TG: Identification of avian- and mammalian-derived
bloodmeals in Aedes vexans and Culiseta melanura (Diptera: Culicidae)
and its implication for West Nile virus transmission in Connecticut. USA J
Med Entomol 2006, 43:1088–1093.
68. Richards SL, Ponnusamy L, Unnasch TR, Hassan HK, Apperson CS: Host-
feeding patterns of Aedes albopictus (Diptera: Culicidae) in relation to
availability of human and domestic animals in suburban landscapes of
central North Carolina. J Med Entomol 2006, 43:543–551.
69. Lee JH, Hassan H, Hill G, Cupp EW, Higazi TB, Mitchell CJ, Godsey MS Jr,
Unnasch TR: Identification of mosquito avian-derived blood meals by
polymerase chain reaction-heteroduplex analysis. Am J Trop Med Hyg
2002, 66:599–604.
70. Chow-Shaffer E, Sina B, Hawley WA, De Benedictis J, Scott TW: Laboratory
and field evaluation of polymerase chain reaction-based forensic DNA
profiling for use in identification of human blood meal sources of Aedes
aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae). J Med Entomol 2000, 37:492–502.
71. De Benedictis J, Chow-Shaffer E, Costero A, Clark GG, Edman JD, Scott TW:
Identification of the people from whom engorged Aedes aegypti took
blood meals in Florida, Puerto Rico, using polymerase chain reaction-
based DNA profiling. Am J Trop Med Hyg 2003, 68:437–446.
72. Alcaide M, Rico C, Ruiz S, Soriguer R, Munoz J, Figuerola J: Disentangling
vector-borne transmission networks: a universal DNA barcoding method
to identify vertebrate hosts from arthropod bloodmeals. PLoS One 2009,
4:e7092.
73. Carrieri M, Bellini R, Maccaferri S, Gallo L, Maini S, Celli G: Tolerance
thresholds for Aedes albopictus and Aedes caspius in Italian urban areas.
J Am Mosq Control Assoc 2008, 24:377–386.
74. Becker N, Petrić D, Zgomba M, Boase C, Madon M, Dahl C, Kaiser A:
Mosquitoes and their control. 2nd edition. Heidelberg, Dordrecht, New York:
Springer; 2010.
75. Clements AN: The biology of mosquitoes, sensory reception and behaviour,
Volume 2. London: Chapman & Hall; 1999.
76. Gu W, Regens JL, Beier JC, Novak RJ: Source reduction of mosquito larval
habitats has unexpected consequences on malaria transmission.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 2006, 103:17560–17563.
Petrić et al. Parasites & Vectors 2014, 7:187 Page 14 of 14
http://www.parasitesandvectors.com/content/7/1/18777. Medlock JM, Hansford KM, Schaffner F, Versteirt V, Hendrickx G, Zeller H, Van
Bortel W: A review of the invasive mosquitoes in Europe: ecology, public
health risks, and control options. Vector Borne Zoonotic Dis 2012,
12:435–447.
78. Petric D, Zgomba M, Ludwig M, Becker N: Dependence of CO2-baited
suction trap captures on temperature variations. J Am Mosq Control Assoc
1995, 11:6–10.
79. Benedict MQ, Levine RS, Hawley WA, Lounibos LP: Spread of the tiger:
global risk of invasion by the mosquito Aedes albopictus. Vector Borne
Zoonotic Dis 2007, 7:76–85.
80. Moore CG, Mitchell CJ: Aedes albopictus in the United States: ten-year
presence and public health implications. Emerg Infect Dis 1997, 3:329–334.
81. Reiter P: Aedes albopictus and the world trade in used tires, 1988–1995:
the shape of things to come? J Am Mosq Control Assoc 1998, 14:83–94.
82. Scholte E, Den Hartog W, Dik M, Schoelitsz B, Brooks M, Schaffner F,
Foussadier R, Braks M, Beeuwkes J: Introduction and control of three
invasive mosquito species in the Netherlands, July-October 2010.
Euro Surveill 2010, 15:19710.
83. Petrić D, Zgomba M, Ignjatović Ćupina A, Marinković D, Bellini R, Schaffner
F, Pajović I: Invasive mosquito species in Europe and Serbia, 1979–2011.
In International Symposium: Current Trends in Plant Protection 2012; Belgrade.
Serbia: Makarije Publishers; 2012:496–505.
84. David MR, Lourenco-de-Oliveira R, Freitas RM: Container productivity, daily
survival rates and dispersal of Aedes aegypti mosquitoes in a high
income dengue epidemic neighbourhood of Rio de Janeiro: presumed
influence of differential urban structure on mosquito biology. Mem Inst
Oswaldo Cruz 2009, 104:927–932.
85. Maciel-De-Freitas R, Codeco CT, Lourenco-De-Oliveira R: Body size-
associated survival and dispersal rates of Aedes aegypti in Rio de Janeiro.
Med Vet Entomol 2007, 21:284–292.
86. Harrington LC, Scott TW, Lerdthusnee K, Coleman RC, Costero A, Clark GG,
Jones JJ, Kitthawee S, Kittayapong P, Sithiprasasna R, Edman JD: Dispersal
of the dengue vector Aedes aegypti within and between rural
communities. Am J Trop Med Hyg 2005, 72:209–220.
87. Facchinelli L, Koenraadt CJ, Fanello C, Kijchalao U, Valerio L, Jones JW, Scott
TW, della Torre A: Evaluation of a sticky trap for collecting Aedes
(Stegomyia) adults in a dengue-endemic area in Thailand. Am J Trop Med
Hyg 2008, 78:904–909.
88. Maciel-de-Freitas R, Peres RC, Alves F, Brandolini MB: Mosquito traps
designed to capture Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) females:
preliminary comparison of Adultrap, MosquiTRAP and backpack
aspirator efficiency in a dengue-endemic area of Brazil. Mem Inst Oswaldo
Cruz 2008, 103:602–605.
89. Muir LE, Kay BH: Aedes aegypti survival and dispersal estimated by
mark-release-recapture in northern Australia. Am J Trop Med Hyg 1998,
58:277–282.
90. Eiras AE, Buhagiar TS, Ritchie SA: Development of the gravid Aedes trap for
the capture of adult female container-exploiting mosquitoes (Diptera:
Culicidae). J Med Entomol 2014, 51:200–209.
91. Maciel-de-Freitas R, Eiras AE, Lourenco-de-Oliveira R: Field evaluation of
effectiveness of the BG-Sentinel, a new trap for capturing adult Aedes
aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae). Mem Inst Oswaldo Cruz 2006, 101:321–325.
92. United Nations: World Urbanization Prospects The 2011 Revision - High-
lights. In World Urbanization Prospects. Edited by DESA. New York: United
Nations; 2012 [Doc ESA/P/WP/224].
93. Leisnham PT, Juliano SA: Impacts of climate, land use, and biological
invasion on the ecology of immature Aedes mosquitoes: implications for
La Crosse emergence. EcoHealth 2012, 9:217–228.
94. Focks DA: A review of entomological sampling methods and indicators
for dengue vectors. In A review of entomological sampling methods and
indicators for dengue vectors. Edited by UNDP/World Bank/WHO Special
Programme for Research and Training in Tropical Diseases. Geneva: World
Health Organization; 2004 [Doc TDR/IDE/DEN/03.1].
95. Dieng H, Saifur RG, Hassan AA, Salmah MR, Boots M, Satho T, Jaal Z,
AbuBakar S: Indoor-breeding of Aedes albopictus in northern peninsular
Malaysia and its potential epidemiological implications. PLoS One 2010,
5:e11790.
96. Schaffner F, Bellini R, Petric D, Scholte EJ, Zeller H, Rakotoarivony LM:
Development of guidelines for the surveillance of invasive mosquitoes
in Europe. Parasit Vectors 2013, 6:209.97. Tunaz H, Uygun N: Insect growth regulators for insect pest control. Turk J
Agric For 2004, 28:377–387.
98. Semenza JC, Menne B: Climate change and infectious diseases in Europe.
Lancet Infect Dis 2009, 9:365–375.
99. European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC): Development
of Aedes albopictus risk maps. Stockholm: ECDC; 2009 [ECDC Technical
Report].
100. Rohani A, Wong YC, Zamre I, Lee HL, Zurainee MN: The effect of extrinsic
incubation temperature on development of dengue serotype 2 and 4
viruses in Aedes aegypti (L.). Southeast Asian J Trop Med Public Health 2009,
40:942–950.
101. Lambrechts L, Paaijmans KP, Fansiri T, Carrington LB, Kramer LD, Thomas
MB, Scott TW: Impact of daily temperature fluctuations on dengue virus
transmission by Aedes aegypti. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 2011,
108:7460–7465.
102. Colwell DD, Dantas-Torres F, Otranto D: Vector-borne parasitic zoonoses:
emerging scenarios and new perspectives. Vet Parasitol 2011, 182:14–21.
103. Zhang Y, Bi P, Hiller JE: Climate change and the transmission of vector-
borne diseases: a review. Asia Pac J Public Health 2008, 20:64–76.
104. Stoddard ST, Morrison AC, Vazquez-Prokopec GM, Paz Soldan V, Kochel TJ,
Kitron U, Elder JP, Scott TW: The role of human movement in the trans-
mission of vector-borne pathogens. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 2009, 3:e481.
105. Beier JC, Berry WJ, Craig GB Jr: Horizontal distribution of adult Aedes
triseriatus (Diptera: Culicidae) in relation to habitat structure, oviposition,
and other mosquito species. J Med Entomol 1982, 19:239–247.
106. Petric D: Seasonal and daily activity of Culicidae in Vojvodina province
(Yugoslavia). Novi Sad: University of Novi Sad; 1989.
107. Peri-urban land use relationships. http://www.plurel.net.
108. Brown KH, Jameton AL: Public health implication of urban agriculture.
J Public Health Policy 2000, 21:20–39.
109. Neteler M, Roiz D, Rocchini D, Castellani C, Rizzoli A: Terra and Aqua
satellites track tiger mosquito invasion: modelling the potential
distribution of Aedes albopictus in north-eastern Italy. Int J Health Geogr
2011, 10:49.
110. Gu W, Novak RJ: Agent-based modelling of mosquito foraging behaviour
for malaria control. Trans R Soc Trop Med Hyg 2009, 103:1105–1112.
doi:10.1186/1756-3305-7-187
Cite this article as: Petrić et al.: Monitoring population and
environmental parameters of invasive mosquito species in Europe.
Parasites & Vectors 2014 7:187.Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 
• Convenient online submission
• Thorough peer review
• No space constraints or color ﬁgure charges
• Immediate publication on acceptance
• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar
• Research which is freely available for redistribution
Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit
